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For l hose who have read Harold Weis ' 
berg s comprehensive critiques of the 
Warren Report, Roffman's I a rad y re- 
capitulative work should hold lew sur- 
prises. Yet, the addition of some new 
findings from the National Archives, the 
author's clarity of style and logic of pre- 
sentation, the self-imposed analytic limi- 
tations (only the Commission’s evidence 
and its often tenuous relevance to that 
body’s conclusions are analvzed). and a 
deft dissection of the Commission staff ! 
memos (to demonstrate clearly its belief ' 
in Oswald s guilt from the beginning) 
make Roffman s study more than a mere 
incremental addition to the voluminous : 
literature. The author, a recent graduate 
of the University of Pennsylvania, pas- ; 
sionaiely disagrees with lid ward" Lp- 
stein's conclusion that the pressures of : 
tinm and politics engendered the Re- 
port’s shortcomings. Not as compelling 
as George O Toole's The Assassination 
Tapes [IJ 4/ 1 >, p, 744 ), RotTman’s book , 
is nevertheless readable and quite as dc- I 
pressing as OT oole’s work. Isidore Si/- '■ 
ver. Dept, of History. John Jay Coll, of ; 
Criminal Justice. CUNY 
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For those who have read Harold Weis- 
bcrg’s comprehensive critiques or the ! 
Warren Report, RofTman’s largely re- 
capitulative work should hold few sur- 
prises. Yet, the addition of some new ! 
findings from the National Archives, the 
author's clarity of style and logic of pre- 
sentation. the self-imposed analytic limi- 
tations (only the Commission’s evidence 
and its often tenuous relevance to that 
body’s conclusions arc analyzed), and a i 
deft dissection of the Commission staff 
memos (to demonstrate clearly its belief ! 
in Oswald’s guilt from the beginning) j 
make Roffman's study more than a mere • 
incremental addition to the voluminous 
literature. The author, a recent graduate 
of the University of Pennsylvania, pas- 
sionately disagrees with Edward Ep- 
stein’s conclusion that the pressures of 
time and politics engendered the Re- 
port’s shortcomings. Not as compelling 
as George OToole’s The Assassination j 
Tapes ( LJ 4/15, p. 744), Rodman ’s book j 
is nevertheless readable and quite as de- 
pressing as O’Toole’s work. — Isidore Sil- 
ver. Dept, of History. John Jay Coll, of I 
Criminal Justice, CUNY 
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